COMPARISON OF DELIVERY SYSTEMS - ALL FIGURES BASED ON SFY |
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Q1 Q2 3 Q1 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q1 QL Q2 o8 Q1 Q1 Q2 3 Q4| Average | Average | Average | Average| biff DIt | Diff | wbitf | ot | %oif | Ditt | wbitt | bif | %bif | it | ot
PHYSICIAN COUNT®
FFS 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2] 2 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 2 2 1 1 0 0.0%: 0 0.0%| -1| -50.0% -1] -37.5% 0 0.0%! 0 0.0%|
HO 1 3 4 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 3 1| 50.0% 1| 20.0% o] 0.0% o] 0.0% -1] -33.3% o] -8.3%
UMP 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2] 2 2 2 2 1 1 2 2 2] 2 0 0.0%: 0 0.0%| -2|-100.0% 0 0.0%| 1| #DIV/O! -1] -25.0%
PEBB 1 2 4 7 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 0 4 3 3 2 -4 57.1% 1] -14.3% o] _0.0% o] _0.0% -3[-100.0% 1] -33.3%
CLIENT COUNT
FFS 111 118 162 222 228 233 256 251 252 249 173 167, 140 112 104 104 153 242 210 115] 30| 13.4% 89| 58.3% -85| -33.7% -32| -13.2% -63| -37.6% -95| -45.3%
HO 97 90 79 100 102 96, 90| 91 88 98 79 73 59 46 43[ 36, 91, 95 85| 46, o[ -9.0% 3| 3.6% -18] -19.4% -10] -10.7%) -38] -51.4% -39] -45.6%)
UMP 28 62 47, 46, 48 50 94, 92| 89 80 89 82 88| 81 209 225] 46 71 85| 151 46] 100.0% 25] 56.2%) -10] -10.9% 14] 19.7%|  143[ 174.4% 66] 77.4%)
PEBB 267 287 278 296 289 305 237 247 244 241 207 212 209 212 86 89 282 270 226|149 49| -16.6% 13| _-4.4%) -35] -14.2% -44] -16.1%| __-123[ -58.0% 77| -34.1%)
RATIO™
FFS 18.1 17.0 12.4 9.0 8.8 8.6! 7.8 8.0] 7.9 4.0 5.8 6.0 14.3 9.0 9.6! 9.6 14.1) 8.3 5.9 10. -1.1) -11.8% -5.8] -41.3% -2.0| -24.6% -2.4| -28.4% 3.6] 60.3% 4.7 79.0%|
HO 10.3 332 508 20.0 205 313 333[ 330 34.1 30.6 38.0 40.9 50.8]  64.7 69.8] 56.1] 286 318 359 60 13.0] 64.8% 3.2] 11.1% 7.9] 24.1% 41| 130%| 152 37.1%| 245 68.1%
UMP 714 323 426 435 41.7]  40.0 213 217 225 25.0 0.0 0.0 227 247 48] 44| 4ral 312 119 . 21.7] -50.0%| -16.3| -34.3%| -21.7]-100.0%| -19.3] -61.9%| 4.4 #DIVIO! 2.3] 19.3%|
PEBB 3.7 70144 23.6 10.4 9.8 127] 121 12.3 12.4 14.5 14.2) 144 142 233 00| 122 113[ 133 11.5] -48.6%| __-0.9] _-7.7%) 2.0]_16.5%) 2.1] 18.6%| -14.2[-100.0%| __-0.4] -3.0%
TOP QUARTILE™
FFS 745%|  80.3%| 76.6%]  70.6%|  80.2%| ©69.9%| 68.7%| 96.7%| 96.7%| 100.0%| 0.0%] 0.0%| 98.9%[ 0.0%] 0.0%| 0.0%| 755%| 78.9%[ 49.2%| 24.7%| 26.1%| 36.9%| 3.4%| 4.5%| -96.7%]|-100.0%| -29.7%| -37.6%| _0.0%]| #DIV/0![ -24.5%| -49.7%)
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Comparison of Ratios * COUNT is the unduplicated count of physicians and/or clents.
** RATIO is the number of active physicians per 1000 clients,
80 *++ TOP QUARTILE is the percent of client visits provided by the top 25% of the most active physicians
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